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       SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
           RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

       I.A. No. 2 in CIVIL APPEAL NO. 5366 OF 2001

RIASAT ALI                               Appellant (s)

              VERSUS

SAYEEDA BEGUM & ANR.                              Respondent(s)

(for clarification/modification of court’s order and
 with prayer for interim relief ))

Date: 25/07/2008 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
   HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. MATHUR
   HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE J.M. PANCHAL

For Appellant(s)      Mr. S.C. Singhal, Adv.
                                 Mr. Rakesh Singh, Adv.
                      Mr. Arun K. Sinha,Adv.

For Respondent(s)
                      Mr. S.R. Setia,Adv.

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                    ORDER

                     The application is disposed of in terms of the signed order.

         (Ajay Kr. Jain)                                                   (Vijay Dhawan)
          Court Master                                                       Court Master

                               (Signed order is placed on the file)
                         IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                          CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
                                    I.A. NO. 2
                                        IN
                          CIVIL APPEAL NO. 5366 OF 2001

Riasat Ali                                            ...   Appellant/
                                                            Applicant
                                         Versus

Sayeeda Begum & Anr.                                  ...   Respondent/
                                                            Non-Applicants

                                       ORDER

             Heard learned counsel for the parties.

             This application has been filed for clarification/ modification of this
Court’s order dated 11.10.2007. By the said order, the appeal was allowed and the
matter was remitted back to the High Court for disposal of the appeal on merits.
             Learned counsel for the appellant-applicant submits that it would be
appropriate if the matter is sent to the Rent Control Tribunal so that all the issues
can be decided by the Tribunal.        Learned counsel for the respondents has no
objection to the said prayer being granted.
             Accordingly, we modify our order dated 11.10.2007 to the extent that
instead of remitting the matter back to High Court, the same is remitted to the
appropriate Rent Control Tribunal. Accordingly, this application stands disposed of.



                                                                         .....................
......J.
                                      (A.K.MATHUR)

                                                                         .....................
......J.
                                      (J.M. PANCHAL)
New Delhi
July 25, 2008


